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REMARKS 

In response to the Office Action dated August 17, 2004, Applicants 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections of the claims. 

Claims 1, 2, 4-10 and 12-17 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103 as being 
unpatentable over the previously cited Ishii et al patent in view of the newly-cited 
Yomogizawa et al patent. Claims 3 and 1 1 were rejected as being unpatentable 
over these two references, in view of Official Notice. In essence, the rejection 
alleges that the Ishii et al patent discloses all of the features recited in the claims, 
with the exception of the output of a continuous frame signal and the display of a 
moving image. To this end, the rejection refers to the Yomogizawa et al patent's 
disclosure of a moving image display mode, and contends that it would be obvious to 
incorporate such into the camera of the Ishii et al patent. 

As discussed in Applicants' previous response, one of the features of the 
claimed invention is the ability to observe a live view of the image before taking a 
photograph, to thereby permit the user to perform a photographing operation with 
appropriate timing. As disclosed in the specification at page 44, lines 4-9, when the 
operator presses the shutter release button halfway, to initiate pre-recording 
operations, images of the scene are successively displayed in the electronic 
viewfinder, to provide a moving picture preview. When the operator observes a 
desirable scene, the shutter button is pressed further, to initiate the recording 
operation (known as state S2). Referring to Figure 19 of the application, when the 
shutter button is fully pressed to record the image being viewed, the viewfinder 
switches from the moving picture mode of operation to a still-frame mode. In this 
latter mode, a single frame corresponding to thexaptu red image is displayed in. the 
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viewfinder. This state persists until the operator releases the shutter button from the 
S2 state. Thus, the operator is able to confirm whether the recorded image is 
desirable. (Page 46, lines 10-28). 

This dual display mode of the present invention is now recited more explicitly 
in the claims. It is respectfully submitted that the Ishii and Yomogizawa et al patents, 
whether considered individually or in combination, do not disclose the concept of 
displaying a moving-picture preview prior to recording an image, and switching to a 
still-frame display when an image is recorded. The Ishii patent only discloses the 
display of a single-frame image, and therefore does not suggest switching between 
two different display modes when an image is recorded. Similarly, the Yomogizawa 
et al patent does not disclose switching of this type. Referring to Figure 7, it can be 
seen that when the shutter button is fully depressed at step #-6, the display is turned 
off at step #-10, prior to opening the shutter. See column 8, lines 3-9. 

Since neither of the patents discloses an operation in which the display is 
switched from a moving-picture preview to a still picture upon opening the shutter, it 
is respectfully submitted that they do not suggest the claimed subject matter to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejections 
are therefore respectfully requested. 
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